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And then finally, the Campaign Re-

porting and Disclosure Act will be con-
sidered, an opportunity for all of us to
see to it that all of America knows
promptly and thoroughly and com-
pletely who receives what campaign
contributions from which sources and
how those campaign funds are used as
the day-by-day operations of the cam-
paign go on.

I believe these represent opportuni-
ties for every American to have a
greater confidence in the honesty and
integrity of our American elections,
and I am sure that all Members will
look forward to the opportunity to
vote on them.

Mr. FAZIO of California. I am happy
to yield further to the gentleman from
Connecticut (Mr. SHAYS), and I would
hope that he would inquire as to
whether or not we are going to have a
vote on Shays-Meehan, because I could
not tell.

Mr. SHAYS. I intend to, but I thank
the gentleman, and I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding. I am trying to un-
derstand that we began this session
last year, we waited all year long for a
debate on campaign finance reform, at
the end of that year of our legislative
session, we asked the leadership if and
when we would be having a debate on
campaign finance reform. Our leader-
ship, my leadership, said we would
have a fair and open debate in Feb-
ruary or March, and I am interested to
know if this meets the leadership’s def-
inition of a fair and open debate on
campaign finance reform.

Mr. FAZIO of California. I am happy
to yield further to the gentleman from
Texas.

Mr. ARMEY. I thank the gentleman
from California for yielding me the
time, and I appreciate so much the on-
going interest of the gentleman from
Connecticut.

As the gentleman knows, we have
worked diligently on this whole issue
in committee and in leadership, and
with a great deal of commitment and
conviction to the purposes at hand,
that of securing honest elections, with
great integrity on behalf of the Amer-
ican people.

We believe that we are bringing to
the floor next week, under suspension,
all opportunities of merit that could
not be available to the American peo-
ple to provide them that assurance,
and we are very excited and proud for
the opportunity for all of our Members
to have the opportunity to express
their commitment to that by a yes
vote.

Mr. FAZIO of California. I am happy
to yield further to the gentleman from
Connecticut.

Mr. SHAYS. Will you tell me who has
decided that we brought all bills of
merit? Who has made that decision?

Mr. ARMEY. If the gentleman will
yield, again I appreciate the gentleman
from Connecticut. This has been a deci-
sion that has been made through the
entire leadership team in consultation
with the committee of jurisdiction, and
I appreciate my colleague’s interest.

Mr. FAZIO of California. I am happy
to yield to the gentleman from Con-
necticut.

Mr. SHAYS. Were any Democrats
consulted on whether there would be
bills that they think deserve debate
and discussion? Was anyone on the
other side of the aisle considered before
the leadership made the determination
to come out with these bills?

Mr. FAZIO of California. I am happy
to yield.

Mr. ARMEY. I appreciate the gen-
tleman from California yielding to my
good friend and colleague from Con-
necticut. I should, of course, feel reas-
sured, and as it should be, we have bi-
partisan activity in the committee of
jurisdiction, and we are very proud of
the work that the committee reported
out.

Mr. FAZIO of California. I am happy
to yield further to the gentleman.

Mr. SHAYS. Mr. Leader, I asked a
sincere question, and I would appre-
ciate a sincere answer. And the ques-
tion was: Was anyone in leadership on
the other side of the aisle consulted be-
fore it was decided to bring out four
Republican bills?

Mr. ARMEY. If the gentleman will
yield, I thank the gentleman for yield-
ing, and again I appreciate the gen-
tleman from Connecticut for his inter-
est, and the answer is no.

Mr. FAZIO of California. I am happy
to yield further.
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Mr. SHAYS. Then, Mr. Leader, how
can that be a fair and open debate if we
have not allowed people with differing
views to present their bills and to
make their arguments before this
Chamber? How does that meet the re-
quirement of my leadership, who I like
to believe is telling the truth.

Mr. FAZIO of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I am happy to yield to the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. ARMEY) for re-
sponse.

Mr. ARMEY. Mr. Speaker, under
these circumstances, I appreciate the
extraordinary generosity of time of the
gentleman from California.

Mr. FAZIO of California. Mr. Speak-
er, it is reminding me of a tennis
match. The ball is in your court.

Mr. ARMEY. Mr. Speaker, to my
friend, the gentleman from Connecti-
cut (Mr. SHAYS), let me just say, we are
perfectly prepared to continue any fur-
ther consideration of this subject as
the year passes by. But certainly we
feel we have identified, through the ef-
forts of the committee on a bipartisan
working basis, the key crucial issues
that are under concern before the
American people. We are very excited
about the opportunity we have afforded
the body to vote on these next Monday,
March 31.

Mr. SHAYS. Mr. Speaker, I thank the
gentleman for giving me the oppor-
tunity to ask just one or two more
questions. I would like to know if our
leadership has made a determination to
bring up the McCain-Feingold bill that

was voted on in the Senate; and if so,
when they intend to bring that up for a
vote.

Mr. FAZIO of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I would be happy to yield to the
gentleman from Texas.

Mr. ARMEY. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding, and I ap-
preciate again the interest of the gen-
tleman from Connecticut. And these
are the decisions that have been made
with respect to what will be brought to
the floor next week.

Mr. FAZIO of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield to the gentleman from Con-
necticut.

Mr. SHAYS. Mr. Speaker, has the
leadership made any determination on
whether or not they are going to bring
McCain-Feingold to the floor of the
House?

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
HOBSON). The Chair will remind the
gentleman from California that the
customary extended 1 minute has ex-
pired, and the Chair believes that Mem-
bers have explored this at some length.

Does the majority leader have any
unanimous consents that he wishes to
continue with?

Mr. SHAYS. Mr. Speaker, has the
Chair made a ruling that I may not
continue?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
time of the gentleman from California
has expired.

Does the majority leader have unani-
mous consents that he wishes to con-
tinue with?

Mr. ARMEY. Mr. Speaker, point of
clarification: If the Speaker is asking
if the majority leader would be willing
to ask unanimous consent to continue,
the answer is no.

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, may I ask
unanimous consent to speak out of
order?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Maryland?

Mr. CASTLE. Mr. Speaker, I object.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objec-

tion is heard.
The gentleman from Indiana.
Mr. BURTON of Indiana. Mr. Speak-

er, has objection been heard?
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objec-

tion was heard by the gentleman from
Delaware (Mr. CASTLE).
f

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRIES

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, parliamen-
tary inquiry.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Maryland will state his
parliamentary inquiry.

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, obviously I
have not had an opportunity to review
the precedents, but I have been here for
many years, and rarely, if ever, have I
seen a Speaker determined that the
unanimous consent for 1 minute, while
the schedule was being discussed, and
the substance of that schedule being
discussed——

Mr. BURTON of Indiana. Mr. Speak-
er, this is not a parliamentary inquiry.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-

tleman will state his parliamentary in-
quiry.

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, my ques-
tion is, under what precedents or prac-
tices does the Speaker make such a
ruling, and on what does the Speaker
rely in terms of what a reasonable time
for such inquiry is?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair was trying to have a reasonable
time of recognition. The Chair granted
an unusually long period of time for
discussion. The calendar was no longer
really under discussion. The Chair has
ruled. The House has important busi-
ness to move on to.

Mr. BURTON of Indiana. Mr. Speak-
er, parliamentary inquiry before we go
to that.

We have on the schedule a number of
5-minute special orders and 1-hour spe-
cial orders, and I just wonder, do the 1-
minutes that are now being requested
take precedence over that?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As is
customary the Chair intends to recog-
nize 1-minutes first.

Mr. BURTON of Indiana. Thank you,
Mr. Speaker.
f

ALLOWING SECRETARY OF THE
TREASURY GREATER DISCRE-
TION WITH REGARD TO INSCRIP-
TIONS

Mr. CASTLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the Commit-
tee on Banking and Financial Services
be discharged from further consider-
ation of the bill, (H.R. 3301) to amend
chapter 51 of title 31, United States
Code, to allow the Secretary of the
Treasury greater discretion with re-
gard to the placement of the required
inscriptions on quarter dollars issued
under the 50 States Commemorative
Coin Program, and ask its immediate
consideration in the House.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there

objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Delaware?

Mr. WEYGAND. Mr. Speaker, reserv-
ing the right to object, I do so for the
purpose of an explanation from the
sponsor of the bill and a description of
the bill.

Mr. CASTLE. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. WEYGAND. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Delaware.

Mr. CASTLE. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman from Rhode Island for
yielding. This will be very brief.

At the request of the administration,
this bill was introduced to authorize
the Secretary of the Treasury and the
Mint to move statutory wording on the
State quarters from one place to an-
other as required by design consider-
ations.

You will recall, we are going to have
50 State quarter bills in the next 10
years. No statutory wording such as
‘‘In God we trust’’ will be removed
from the coins or any other statutory
wording that is on the coins now. The

bill simply grants more freedom for in-
dividual States that propose designs of
their own choice.

It is a noncontroversial, technical
bill that has been discussed with the
minority. You have no objection. It
complements the 50 States Commemo-
rative Coin Program Act of 1997 that
was passed and signed into law last
year.

Mr. WEYGAND. Mr. Speaker, I with-
draw my reservation of objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Delaware?

There was no objection.
The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

H.R. 3301
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled, That section 5112(l)(1) of
title 31, United States Code, is amended by
adding at the end the following new subpara-
graph:

‘‘(C) FLEXIBILITY WITH REGARD TO PLACE-
MENT OF INSCRIPTIONS.—Notwithstanding
subsection (d)(1), the Secretary may select a
design for quarter dollars issued during the
10-year period referred to in subparagraph
(A) in which—

‘‘(i) the inscription described in the 2d sen-
tence of subsection (d)(1) appears on the re-
verse side of any such quarter dollars; and

‘‘(ii) any inscription described in the 3d
sentence of subsection (d)(1) or the designa-
tion of the value of the coin appears on the
obverse side of any such quarter dollars.’’.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed, and a motion to
reconsider was laid on the table.
f

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY
Mr. FARR of California. Mr. Speaker,

parliamentary inquiry.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-

tleman will state his parliamentary in-
quiry.

Mr. FARR of California. Mr. Speaker,
I am inquiring regarding the Suspen-
sion Calendar. It is my understanding,
Mr. Speaker, the Suspension Calendar
requires a two-thirds vote; is that cor-
rect?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman is correct for passage of meas-
ures under suspension of the rules.

Mr. FARR of California. Mr. Speaker,
is my understanding that the Suspen-
sion Calendar is done usually on a trav-
el day when most of the Members are
in the process of getting to Congress,
and that is why the vote is not sched-
uled until 6 o’clock? Is that correct?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is
not a parliamentary inquiry. That is a
matter of scheduling.

Mr. FARR of California. Mr. Speaker,
is it my understanding that under sus-
pension——

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the
gentleman stating another parliamen-
tary inquiry?

Mr. FARR of California. Yes, Mr.
Speaker, the parliamentary inquiry is
that the debate is limited to 20 min-
utes?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is
the Chair’s understanding, 20 minutes
on each side.

Mr. FARR of California. Mr. Speaker,
and it is my understanding that this
is——

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the
gentleman stating another parliamen-
tary inquiry?

Mr. FARR of California. Mr. Speaker,
parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman may state his parliamentary
inquiry.

Mr. FARR of California. Mr. Speaker,
is this how the House normally debates
substantive legislation?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the standing rules of the House, at the
Speaker’s discretion motions to sus-
pend the rules are in order on Mondays
and Tuesdays.

Mr. FARR of California. Thank you,
Mr. Speaker.
f

MEMBERS SHOULD SIGN CAM-
PAIGN FINANCE DISCHARGE PE-
TITION
(Mr. STENHOLM asked and was

given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. STENHOLM. Mr. Speaker, with
regard to the last discussion regarding
the schedule for Monday and the ques-
tion of whether or not we should have
a true discussion of campaign finance
reform, let me remind all of my col-
leagues that we have a discharge peti-
tion at the Clerk’s desk. It has 187 sig-
natures on it.

If we can get to 218 Members of the
House who wish to see campaign fi-
nance reform, all ideas, the Shays-Mee-
han and all other ideas of serious de-
bate on campaign finance reform, all
we have to do is line up here at the
Clerk’s desk and get 218 signatures, and
the regular order of the House will pre-
vail, and we will be able to have the
kind of discussion for campaign finance
reform that I believe the overwhelming
majority of Members on both sides of
the aisle really would like to see.

But it is up to us now. Since the lead-
ership has ruled, rather arbitrarily, on
how we shall proceed, it is up to Mem-
bers of the House to use regular House
order and sign the discharge petition.
f

CAMPAIGN FINANCE REFORM
(Mr. DOGGETT asked and was given

permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. DOGGETT. Mr. Speaker, in a
Congress that has been full of out-
rageousness, what we have seen here
this afternoon represents by far the
greatest outrage of all.

To imagine that the Republican lead-
ership, as announced by the majority
leader, could get together in a secret
meeting and plot to deny the American
people an opportunity to have a bipar-
tisan discussion and debate about how
to clean up our corrupt campaign fi-
nance system is incredible.

The majority leader has placed this
matter on the docket for action on a
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